The most influential model of pain is the mechanistic one espoused by philosopher René Descartes. In 'Meditations on First Philosophy' (1641), Descartes insisted that 'I have a body which is adversely affected when I feel pain'. He went on to say that Nature teaches me by these sensations of pain […] that I am not only lodged in my body as a pilot in a vessel, but that I am very closely united to it, and so to speak so intermingled with it that I seem to compose with it one whole. 4 Despite Descartes' attempts to show how body and mind 'intermingled', he became known for the Cartesian distinction between body and mind, arising largely from his famous image of the mechanism of pain, which was published in Traité de l'homme, fourteen years after his death. 5 In this image [ Fig. 1 ], fast-moving particles of fire rush up a nerve fibre from the foot towards the brain, activating animal spirits which then travel back down the nerves, causing the foot to move away from the flame. According to this electrified' should hold the Metallic Tractor against the painful toe, effectively communicating his negative electricity to the inflamed toe. 13 Tractors were sold in the UK for five guineas, or the annual salary of a female servant.
Gillroy's sketch pits an arrogant, charlatan physician against a 'True Briton' who has been over-indulging in alcohol. On the wall hangs a painting of Dionysus, riding on a West Indian rum barrel, and, on the table, punch made of brandy, tea, sugar, and lemons is brewing. The patient is experiencing extreme pain: his hands are clenched, his teeth are grinding, and his wig is falling from his scalp. His dog howls in sympathy.
'Metallic Tractors' were exposed as a fraud by Dr John Haygarth in Of the
Imagination, as a Cause and as a Cure of Disorders of the Body (1800).
14 Defenders of the Perkinean Institute, however, claimed to be able to prove the efficacy of the needle.
One defender of metallic tractors claimed to have cured a labouring man from Etton (Yorkshire) of 'violent Rheumatism in his right arm'. Afterwards, when the patient was asked his opinion of the operation, he replied that he thought it was 'very silly'. This response convinced the defender of the tractors that the cure had not been due to 'the imagination, but the Metallic Tractors'. The introduction of anaesthetics was widely regarded to have promoted a certain kind of detachment, and certainly the staged feel of this daguerreotype effectively catches this new, surgical comportment. The impact of anaesthetics on operatives was alluded to by James Miller in Surgical Experience of Chloroform (1848) when he noted that, in the days before anaesthetics, medical students and surgeons 'grew pale and sickened, and even fell, in witnessing operations' -not because of the 'mere sight of blood, or of wound' but 'from the manifestation of pain and agony emitted by the patient'. In contrast, he continued, after the invention of anaesthetics these medical practitioners were spared the need to emotionally engage (or, indeed, attempt to disengage) with patients since 'a snort is the worst sound' they made. 17 In the words of a physician writing in 1863, surgery Fig. 7 ]. It suggests some of the more disturbing aspects of chloroform. While the body is rendered insensible, it is toyed with by demons and bat-like spirits. Anaesthetics transport the patient into a state without physical pain, but they also unleash worlds of unconscious, hostile drives. They render the person passive. The painting also portrays anxieties about the comatose body, placed at the mercy of outside agents, including surgeons. This was one reason for the hostility to anaesthetics when they were first introduced. Critics observed the immense power that anaesthetics gave surgeons over patients: patients could be treated as 'things', with no rights over their own body. In the words of physician James
Arnold in The Question Considered; Is It Justifiable to Administer Chloroform in Surgical
Operations (1854), the 'apoplectic stupor produced by chloroform' placed the patient at 'risk of delirious expression of thought' -that is, they might utter impious oaths rather than invoke verses proclaiming their closeness to the suffering Christ. Arnold regarded this as a problem, 'as respects woman particularly'. If women were made aware of this risk in using chloroform, it would 'deter them from its unnecessary use' (Arnold, pp. 16,
